
United States Patent and Trademark Ofhce 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Ofllce 

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Viisiiiia 22313-1450 
www.uspto.gov 



1 APPLICATION NO. 


FILING DATE 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 


CONFIRMATION NO. | 


10/015,029 


12/11/2001 


Bradd A. Kadlecik 


POU900142US1 


6367 



46369 7590 07/14/2005 

HESLIN ROTHENBERG FARLEY & MESITI P.C. 
5 COLUMBIA CIRCLE 
ALBANY, NY 12203 



EXAMINER 



ROMANO, JOHN J 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2192 

DATE MAILED: 07/14/2005 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 







Dffir-t^ Anfion Sumtnsrx/ 


^'Application No. 

10/015,029 


Applicant(s) 

KADLECIKETAL 


Examiner 
John J. Romano 


Art Unit 

2192 





- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timety filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

• If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period vnll apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timety filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 18 April 2005 . 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)nThis action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fonnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 21 3. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-38 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) IS Clalmfs) 1-38 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 11 December 2001 is/are: a)l3 accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing{s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) Including the correction Is required if the drawjng(s) Is objected to. See 37 CFR 1,121{d). 

11) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

1 2) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Remarks 

1 . Applicants' amendment dated 04/1 8/2005, responding to the February lOtti, 
2005 Office action provided in tlie rejection of claims 1-38, wherein claims 1 , 3, 4, 9, 11, 
13, 15, 16, 21, 23, 25-27, 29, 30, 35 and 37 have been amended. Claims 1-38 remain 
pending in the application and which have been fully considered by the examiner. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims rejection have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Thus, the rejection of the claims over prior art in the previous Office action is 
maintained in light of additional new grounds of rejection as necessitated by 
amendment and THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Davidson et al., US 6,042,614 (hereinafter Davidson) in view of Li et a!., Us. 
2003/0056200 Al (hereinafter Li). 

3. In regard to claim 1, Davidson discloses: 

- ">A method of facilitating debugging of transactions, said metliod 
comprising,.." (E.g., see Figure 14 & Column 5, lines 45-51), wherein 
the transaction comprises the requested object. 

- "... executing a transaction on one processor of a plurality of 
processors, said transaction having debug information,. " (E.g., see 
Figure 6 and 7 & Column 8, lines 58-65), wherein. 

- "... requesting, by said transaction, a service on another pnDcessor of 
said plurality of processors ..." (E.g., see Figure 8 & Column 9, lines 6- 
11), wherein a DOE environment server, comprising another processor 
of said plurality of processors, services requests from a client 
executing a transaction. 
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- "... wherein a path of the transaction is not predefined to a controller of 
the debugging." (E.g., see Figure 14 & Column 11, lines 52-57), 
wherein the dbx-engine comprises the said debug information and is 
attached or follows the transaction on the another processor wherein a 
path of the transaction is not predefined. 

But Davidson does not expressly disclose " . . . attached to the transaction ..."or 
"... wherein said attached debug infornriation is passed with the transaction from the one 
processor to the another processor eliminating a need for attaching the debug 
information at the another processor . . .". However, Li discloses: 

- "... executing a transaction on one processor of a plurality of 
processors, said transaction having debug information attached to the 
transaction ..." (E.g., see Figure 2 & Page 2, Paragraph [0013]), 
wherein the debug information is attached to the transaction. 

- "... wherein said attached debug information is passed with the 
transaction from the one processor to the another processor 
eliminating a need for attaching the debug information at the another 
processor, and wherein a path of the transaction is not predefined to a 
controller of the debugging." (E.g., see Figure 2 & Page 2, Paragraph 
[001 3]), wherein the debug information is attached to the transaction, 
by being embedded in the code. 

Davidson and Li are analogous art because they are both concerned with the 
same field of endeavor, namely, a distributed debugger. Therefore, at the time the 
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invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
use Li's attachment to the transaction with Davidson's method of distributed 
debugging. The motivation to do so would have been to achieve distributed debugging 
in a seamless, low-overhead, unencumbered manner as taught by Davidson, 
Specification, Column 3, lines 25-31. Therefore, it would have been obvious to include 
an unencumbering process with the transaction in order to have a more seamless . 
operation with less overhead as compared to a backend debugger and backend 
registration. 

4. In regard to claim 2, the rejection of base claim 1 is incorporated. Furthermore, 
Davidson discloses: 

- "... attaching said debug information to said transaction being executed 
on said one processor" (E.g., see Figure 14 & Column 12, lines 16- 
24), wherein the debug information is attached. 

5. In regard to claim 3, the rejection of base claim 1 is incorporated. Furthermore, 
Davidson discloses: 

- "... providing, by the controller to the one processor, at least a part of 
the debug information, and said debug information is provided to the 
another processor independent of said controller" (E.g., see Figure 10 
& Column 14, lines 50-64), wherein a found server host tells the local 
host that a dbx-engine is non-existent and thus implements a request 
independent of said controller. 
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6. In regard to claim 4, the rejections of base claim 1 are incorporated. 
Furthermore, Davidson discloses: 

- "... including the debug information in a communications session 
establislied with said another processor " (E.g., see Figure 9 & Column 
10, lines 1 and 2), wherein communications capability is disclosed for a 
communication session. 

7. In regard to claim 5, the rejections of base claim 1 are incorporated. 
Furthermore, Davidson discloses: 

- ''...information relating to said transaction." (E.g., see Figure 14 & 
Column 12, lines 40-50), wherein the request id (line 40), is included. 

8. In regard to claim 6, the rejections of base claim 1 are incorporated. 
Furthermore, Davidson discloses: 

- "...an identifier of the controller of the debugging." (E.g., see Figure 14 
& Column 12. lines 40-50), wherein the client inter-process address 
(line 41 ) is included. . 

9. In regard to claim 7, the rejections of base claim 1 are incorporated. 
Furthermore, Davidson discloses: 

- "... a client workstation coupled to said one processor and said another 
processor." (E.g., see Figure 2 & Column 7, lines 43-47), wherein a 
client workstation would be the workstation initiating the client 
application. 
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10. In regard to claim 8, the rejections of base claim 1 are incorporated. 
Furthermore, Davidson discloses: 

- "... executing an application on said another processor" (E.g. , see 
Figure 7 & Column 38, lines 58-65), wherein an operation or 
application may be executed on another processor. 

11. In regard to claim 9, Davidson discloses: 

- ">A method of facilitating debugging of transactions, said method 
comprising,,," (E.g., see Figure 14 & Column 5, lines 45-51), wherein 
the transaction comprises the requested object. 

- "... using a client workstation to enter debug information on a processor 
where a transaction is to be started, the debug information being 
associated with tracing the transaction ..." (E.g., see Figure 5 & 
Column 8, lines 9-36), wherein the debugger may be employed on a 
client workstation as shown in Figure 3. Further, debug information or 
commands may be entered via the GUI where the transaction is 
initiated and tracing is associated with the debug information (line 16). 

- "... attaching at least a portion of the debug information to the 
transaction being executed on the processor .,." (E.g., see Figure 14 & 
Column 1 1 , lines 52-57), wherein the dbx-engine comprises the said 
debug information and is attached or follows the transaction on the 
another processor wherein a path of the transaction is not predefined. 
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. "... requesting, by the transaction, a service on another processor . 
(E.g., see Figure 8 & Column 9, lines 6-1 1 ), wherein a DOE 
environment a server, comprising another processor of said plurality of 
processors, services requests from a client executing a transaction. 

- "... wherein tracing of the transaction can continue on the another 
processor" (E.g., see Figure 9 & Column 10, lines 3 and 4) wherein 
the dbx-engine comprises continuing debugging including tracing on 
the another processor. 

But Davidson does not expressly disclose passing with the transaction the 
attached debug information from the processor to the another processo r eliminating a 
need for attaching the debug information at the another processor . . However,*** 
discloses: 

- "... passing with the transaction the attached debug information from 
the processor to the another processo r eliminating a need for attaching 
the debug information at the another processor .. "IE.q,, see Figure 2 
& Page 2, Paragraph [0013]), wherein the debug information is 
attached to the transaction, by being embedded in the code thereby 
eliminating a need for attaching the debug information to the another 
processor. 

Therefore, at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art to use Li's attachment to the transaction with 
Davidson's method of distributed debugging. The motivation to do so would have been 
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to achieve distributed debugging in a seamless, low-overhead, unencumbered manner 
as taught by Davidson, Specification, Column 3, lines 25-31. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to include an unencumbering process with the transaction in order to have 
a more seamless operation with less overhead as compared to a backend debugger 
and backend registration. 

12. In regard to claim 10, the rejections of base claim 9 are incorporated. But 
Davidson does not expressly disclose \,. without performing a debug registration 
process between the client worl<station and the another processor". However, *** 
discloses: 

- "... without performing a debug registration process between the client 
workstation and the another processor " (E.g., see Figure 2 & Page 2, 
Paragraph [0013]), wherein the debug information is attached to the 
transaction, by being embedded in the code thereby eliminating a need 
for attaching the a debug registration process between the client 
workstation and the another processor. 
Therefore, at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art to use Li's attachment to the transaction with 
Davidson's method of distributed debugging. The motivation to do so would have been 
to achieve distributed debugging in a seamless, low-overhead, unencumbered manner 
as taught by Davidson, Specification, Column 3, lines 25-31 . Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to include an unencumbering process with the transaction in order to have 
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a more seamless operation with less overhead as compared to a backend debugger 
and backend registration. 

1 3. In regard to claim 1 1 , the rejections of base claim 9 are incorporated. 
Furthermore, Davidson discloses: 

- "... without having the client workstation provide the at least a portion of 
the debug information to the another processor " (E.g., see Figure 5 & 
Column 8, lines 9-36), wherein the only information included in the 
transaction is what is necessary to return the information to the client 
workstation where the debugging is actually taking place. 

14. In regard to claim 12, the rejections of base claim 9 are incorporated. 
Furthermore, Davidson discloses: 

- "... without predefining to the client workstation the path taken by the 
transaction.'' (E.g., see Figure 2 & Column 8, lines 58-65), wherein the 
client does not know which server will be used for the execution of a 
call. 

15. As per claims 13-24, this is a system version of the claimed method discussed 
above, in claims 1-12, wherein all claimed limitations have also been addressed and/or 
cited as set forth above. For example, see Davidson's system for a distributed 
debugging environment (Figure 2 & Column 16, lines 15-18). 

16. As per claim 25, this is a system version of the claimed method discussed above, 
in claim 1, wherein all claimed limitations have also been addressed and/or cited as set 
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forth above. For example, see Davidson's system for a distributed debugging 
environment (Figure 2 & Column 16, lines 15-18). 

1 7. As per claim 26, the rejections of claim 9 are incorporated. Furthermore, 
Davidson discloses: 

- "...a communications protocol,." (E.g., see Figure 5 & Column 8, lines 
16-20), wherein a communications protocol is included. 

18. As per claims 27-38, this is a program storage device version of the claimed 
method discussed above, in claims 1-12, wherein all claimed limitations have also been 
addressed and/or cited as set forth above. For example, see Davidson (Figure 1 & 
Column 7, lines 35-43), wherein, a CD-ROM medium, which typically contains programs 
and data is taught. 

Conclusion 

1 9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John J Romano whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
3872. The examiner can normally be reached on 8-5:30, M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Q Dam can be reached on (571) 272-3695. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

The facsimile number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned to the Centra! Facsimile (FAX), 793-872-9306. On July 15, 2005, the Central 
Facsimile Number will change from 703-972-9306 to 571-273-8300. Faxes sent to the 
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old number will be routed to the new number until September 15, 2005. After 
September 15, 2005, the bid number will no longer be in service and 571-273-8300 will 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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